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" ffle MAIUNG MTE ° T WIS ^munication a ppears on the cover sheet w,* the Lrespondence adiess - 

condition for allowance; (2) a timely filedlSS ffi fwS X„JS f!^ end ^ nt ^ ,c , h £ aces the application in 
Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1114 ( PP6a ' fee): ° r (3) a t,me,y filed Re 1 uest for Continued 

£ER10D_FOR_REPLY [check either a) or b)] 
k! M 11* P6ri0d reP ' y 6XPireS m ° nthS from me mailin 9 date of »» final rejection 

ee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of tne shortened Etat^iffi ? e fee ' The appro P riate extension 

2) as set forth ,n (b) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Officiate? £ f thf^ mnnm ^ I re P'V ongmally set in the final Office action; or 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent terrr ^adjusbiient See 37 Xffi 1 704?b) ma "' n9 date ° f final re j ection ' even if 

10 3Tc 0 FR e i 0 l f q^f a,WaSfi,e ?° n ' A PP ellant 's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal 

2- U The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below)- I 

(b) U they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below)- 

(C)D the 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

3- D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s)- 

4Q *SSSS^SSS^l— WM beallowabte ' f submiBed in a ~ 

\7.\3 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) aO will not be entered nrhin win h„„. j _, 

explanation of how the new or amended olaims would be reject is prS ^'^T* *" 

The status of the ciaim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: none . 

Claim(s) objected to: none . 

Claim(s) rejected: U3.6-20.23-.ii t 34-37 and 3Q.41 

I Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. D The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b) D disapproved by the Examiner 

9. U Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement^ PTO-1449) Paper No(s). | 

10. ^ Other: See Continuation Sheat 
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Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: it would have been obvious to a skilled artisan to 
modify the mold apparatus disclosed in Ochiai et al. by providing the mold cavities in conventional shapes "(ta^idal hemShSSl 
rectangular or square). Applicant argues that it would not have been obvious to modify the METHOD OF MAKING^ !? ifSof 
Ochiai et aL. but the instant claims are directed to a mold apparatus and NOT a mold-forming proce* T Moreover th ^Sfofobv ousness 
ZSSHSS^T^ re 6r r Ce may be b0dily incor P° rate d '"to the other to produce the claimed subject ZSSSSS^ 
1™ ? ! na *°™ f t [? ference . s mak <* obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. In re Bozek, 163 USPQ proper Erv 
nSJl™ 6 T S 1 1 k th f f PBCifiC ! mCtUre Sh0wn by the Terences, but should be into the concepts fairly contend thereS Ind I the 
SZ *ff 2 iCl^^i^ would suggest to one skilled in the a'rt the iSSS^Si'S^L 

claims, in re van Beckum et al., 169 USPQ 47. The Examiner contends that a skilled artisan with knowledge of the state of the art wm.irt 
have been motvated to modify Ochiai et al. by providing the mold apparatus with mold cavities of S known and I c^nventionafshaDes 
w J the expectation that the mold apparatus would function equally well with any such conventional mold I cTvity Se f a? ncL such 
mold cavity shapes have recognized utility for forming solder balls. V snapes, ana since such 

Continuation of 10. Other: While the Remarks state that claims 8-1 1 have been canceled, no such amendment has been made.. 
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